
March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the Third Ward PTA to
voice our opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,1997. The rating symbol on the TV
screen does not provide sufficient content so that parents can make decisions about
what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that
gives parents information about the content of programs were conducted by the National
PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not
want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make
those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry
TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this
system does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead,
we request the following: ;.

* That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry'S rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content
information about programs such as V (for violence), S (for sexual depiction and
nUdity) and L (for language);

* That the FCC reqUire a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive
more than one rating system:

* That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on
the screen, and appear more frequently during the course of a program:

* That the rating board be independent of the industry and that it include parents: and

* That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research
to determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and
families.

rr:~ PeJw!-!id
Clearfield, Pennsylvania
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April 1997

- -

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W.. Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COpy ORIGINAL

I am writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the
TV Rating Implementation Group. on January 17. 1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not
provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions about what is appropriate TV
programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent
preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the content of programs were
conducted by the National PTA U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies CenterlRoper Parents
do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to make those
choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without content
descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law. is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead. we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course of a program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

/~:5 tvrvt~ f ,;}~ir-'t/~Yl
'--•. / .
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March 1997

Chairman Reed Hundtillld FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

DOCKET FILE COPY ORIGINAL

I am writing on behalfof the National PTA and the John Muir PTA to voice my opposition to the v-chip
rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents
can make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released
this fall which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents
information about the content ofprograms were conducted by the National PTA, U S. News and World
Report, and Media Studies Center/Roper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best
for their children. Parents want to make those choices themselves based on content information about the
program. Any rating system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that
carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory
requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. I do not believe this system does so and ask that
the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the following:

• That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's rating system. Further, the FCC
should accept no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V
(for violence), S (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L (for language);

• That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one
rating system;

• That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and
appear more frequently during the course ofa program;

• That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and

• That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it
meets the needs ofparents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

No. of Copies rc-e'd 0
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March 28, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
Federal Communications Commission
1919 MStreet N.W., Room 222
Washington, OC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

Iam writing to voice my opposition to the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti,
Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on January 17, 1997. The rating symbol on the
TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can make decisions
about what is appropriate TV watching for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for arating system that gives parents
information about the content of programs were conducted by the National PTA and others.
Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating
system without content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV
scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met
statutory requirements of the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system
does so and ask that the FCC not approve the industry rating system. Instead, we request the
following:

•That under no circumstance should the FCC approve the industry's rating system.
Further, the FCC should accept no rating system that does not include content information
about programs such as V(for violence, 8 (for sexual depiction and nudity) and L(for
language).

•That the FCC require aV-chip band broad enough that would allowparents to receive
more than one rating system;

•That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the
screen, and appear more frequently during the course of aprogram;

•That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that ~ include
parents; and

•That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to
determine if it meets the needs of parents.

Thank you for reading these desires and requests, which we feel are so important to our
children and families as well as those children and families of America.

Sincerely,

Creta Cheesman,Mother and School Counselor,1407 W540 N, 8t George Utah
I
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AprilS, 1997

Chairman Reed Hundt & FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W., Room 222
Washington, DC 20554

Dear Chairman Hundt and Commissioners:

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

We are writing on behalf of the National PTA and the LaCumbre Middle School PTA to voice our opposition to
the v-chip rating system as presented by Jack Valenti, Chair of the TV Rating Implementation Group, on Jan. 17,
1997. The rating symbol on the TV screen does not provide sufficient content information so that parents can
make decisions about what is appropriate TV programming for their children. Major surveys released this fall
which demonstrate overwhelming parent preference for a rating system that gives parents information about the
content of programs were conducted by the National PTA, U.S. News and World Report, and Media Studies
CenterlRoper. Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children. Parents want to
make those choices themselves based on content information about the program. Any rating system without
content descriptions on the screen and publicized in periodicals that carry TV scheduling is useless.

The FCC, by law, is required to determine whether the industry's rating system has met statutory requirements of
the Telecommunications Act of 1996. We do not believe this system does so and ask that the FCC not approve
the industry rating system. Instead we request the following:

That under no circumstances should the FCC approve the industry's system. Further, the FCC should accept
no rating system that does not include content information about programs such as V(for violence), S(for sexual
depiction and nudity) and L(for language);

That the FCC require a V-chip band broad enough that would allow parents to receive more than one rating
system;

That the rating icon on the TV screen be made larger, more prominently placed on the screen, and appear
more frequently during the course ofa program;

That the rating board be independent of the industry and the FCC and that it include parents; and
That any rating system approved by the FCC be evaluated by independent research to determine if it meets

the needs of parents.

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children and families.

Sincerely,

m~~
Marilyn Rapanut
Corresponding Secretary
La Cumbre Middle School PTA
Santa Barbara, California
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March 18,1997

Chairman Reed Hundt and FCC Commissioners
c/o Federal Communications Commission
1919 M Street N.W. , Room 222
Washington. DC 20554

Dear Chairm~n Hundt and Commissioners,

RE: CS Docket No. 97-55, FCC 97-34

I am writing this letter to express my views on the v-ehip rating system. I am
opposed to the system presented by Jack Valenti. Chair of the TV Rating
Implementation Group. This system does not provide sufficient content
information to allow parents, families and caregivers to make appropriate television
viewing decisions where children are concerned. I strongly urge you to implement
a system which:

• Includes content information about programs such a V-violence, S-sexual
depiction/nudity, L-Ianguage, etc.;

• Utilizes V-ehip bands broad enough that would allow parents to receive more
than one rating system;

• Uses larger. more prominently placed rating icons on screen and appearing
more frequently during a program;

• Is decided by a rating board independent of the industry and the FCC, to include
parents;

• Will be evaluated by independent research to determine if the system meets the
needs of parents.

Parents do not want the TV industry to interpret what is best for their children;
parents must be allowed to make these choices themselves. A ratings system
based on content information on screen and publicized in TV scheduling periodicals
is the only acceptable choice.

oNo. of Copies r€-e'd
List ASCDE '-----

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on an issue so important to children
and families.

Since~

~
A.~r1ty 1-. p~rVI'J)~
S'7Stf.t i lhoe fJr .-Ct H'~ (6 If Jol!~


